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REMARKS 

Favorable reconsideration of this application is respectfully requested in view of the 
amendments above and the following remarks. Claims 1 and 22-2S arc amended herein. 
Support for the amendments maybe found in page 14, lines 4-17 of the originally filed 
specification. Therefore, claims 1-8 and 1 1-26 arc pending of which claims 1 , and 22-25 arc 
independent* 

Claims 1-8, 11-14 and 17-26 were rejected under 35 US,C. §103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Cohen et aL (2002/0095295) ("Cohen**) in view of Honarvar et al, 
(7,231,657) ( u Honarvar»)- 

These rejections arc respectfully traversed for the reasons stated below. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

The Office Action indicated that claims 15 and 16 would be allowable if rewritten in 
independent form, 

Oaim_ReicctionTJndcr_35_Il.S.C_S1Q3 

The test for determining if a claim is rendered obvious by one or more references for 

purposes of a rejection under 35 ILS.C. § 103 is set forth in MPEP § 706.02{j): 

To establish a prima facie case of obviousness, three basic criteria 
must be mcL First, there must be some suggestion or motivation, 
cither in the references themselves or in the knowledge generally 
available to one of ordinary skill in (he art, to modify the reference 
or to combine reference teachings. Second, there must be a 
reasonable expectation of success. Finally, the prior art reference 
(or references when combined) must teach or suggest all the claim 
limitations. The teaching or suggestion to make the claimed 
combination and the reasonable expectation of success must both 
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be found in the prior art and not based on applicant's disclosure* In 
re Vacck 947 F.2d 488, 20 USPQ2d 1438 (Fed. Cir. 1991). 

Therefore, if Ihc above-identified criteria ore not met, then the cited referencc(s) fails 
Lo render obvious the claimed invention and, thus, the claimed invention is distinguishable 
over the cited rcferencc(s). 

Claims 1-8, 1 1-14 and 17-26 were rejected under 35 U.S.C §103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Cohen in view of Honarvar. This rejection is respectfully traversed 
because Cohen and Honarvar fail to leach or suggest the features of independent claims 1 and 
22-25 and Lhc claims that depend therefrom. 

Cohen and Honarvar foil to teach or suggest the use of aweightedlincarsummation 
or a weighted exponential, as recited in independent claims 1 and 22-25. One possible 
example of a weight linear summation is recited in allowable claim 15 while one possible 
example of a weighted exponential is recited in allowable claim 16* As suggested by the 
indication of allowable subject matter, the cited references of record fail lo teach or suggest at 
least the features recited above. In fuel, Cohen and Honarvar are silent with respect to the use 
of a weighted linear summation or a weighted exponential. 

For at least the foregoing reasons, it is respectfully submitted that the Office Action 
has failed to establish that claims 1-8, M-14 and 17-26 arc prima facie obvious in view of 
Cohen and Honarvar. The Examiner is therefore respectfully requested to withdraw the 
rejection and to allow these claims. 
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Conclusion 

Tn light of the foregoing, withdrawal of the rejections of record and allowance of this 
application are earnestly solicited. 

Should the Examiner believe that a telephone conference with the undersigned would 
assist in resolving any issues pertaining to the allowability of the above-identified 
application, please contact the undersigned at the telephone number listed below. Please 
grant any required extensions of time and charge any fees due in connection with, this request 
to deposit account no. 08-2025* 



Respectfully submitted, 



Dated: October 1 1, 2007 




Registration No.: 45,301 



MANNAVA & RANG, P.C 
8221 Old Courthouse Road 
Suite 104 



Vienna, VA 221 82 

(703)652-3822 

(703) 865-5150 (facsimile) 



PAGE 17/17 * RCVD AT 1011112007 10:16:55 AM [Eastern Daylight Time] * SVR:USPTO«EFXRF-2/19 * DNIS:2738300 * CSID:70386551 50 1 DURATION (mm-ss):04-28 



